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QWEST'S COMMENTS ON
THE STAFF'S FINAL REPORT
ON LINE SPLITTING AND
NIDS

Qwest Corporation hereby provides its comments to the Arizona Corporation

Commission Staff's (Staffs) Report issued on February 12, 2002, concerning Network

Interface Devices (NIDs) and Line Splitting (Report). Qwest commends the Staff for its

hard work in generating and issuing the Report. Qwest accepts many of the conclusions

in the Report, but requests reconsideration of two NID issues: (1) whether CLECs may

remove Qwest's wires from Me NID and let Qwest facilities dangle, and (2) the

appropriate time frames for Qwest to determine facility ownership. Qwest believes that

the recommended decision on these issues is inconsistent with the law, facts, previous

Commission decisions, public safetyand/or sound public policy.

BACKGROUND

Qwest and a number of CLECs participated in approximately two weeks of

workshops in Arizona on loops, line splitting and NIDs. The Staff issued its

recommended report on these subjects in two stages: one on loops and this Report on

1.
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NIDs and line splitting. Qwest will only address the second aspect of these workshops in

these comments. With respect to NIDs and line splitting, substantial progress was made

resolving a number of key issues. Nonetheless, several impasse issues remained. Qwest

seeks reconsideration of two NID issues, each of which will be discussed below.

ll. DISCUSSION

Disputed Issue No. 1: The Staff Issued a Decision that Eradicated a Consensus
Reached Between AT&T and a Decision of the ACC on the Amount of Time That
Qwest has to Determine Facility Ownership.

This issue, at it core, concerns whether CLECs must use subloop procedures to

access subloops and NTD procedures to access demarcation points. The Staff finds that

CLECs must use subloop procedures to access subloops, Report at 'l/5/. Specifically,

"while Staff agrees that Section 9.3 should apply where subloops are concerned, Staff is

concerned that Qwest gives itself an inordinate amount of time to determine whether the

MTE NTD is a "terminal" as opposed to whether Qwest owns the inside wire." Report at

11]5]. Staff then finds that Qwest as 2 calendar days to determine facility ownership.

Qwest agrees with the Staff's decision that SGAT § 9.3 should apply to subloops,

however, the two day requirement contradicts FCC law, a prior ACC decision, and an

agreement on this exact issue between Qwest and AT&T.

Staff is correct that the FCC has set forth very specific standards for accessing

subloops. These issues have been fully addressed and decided by the ACC in a prior

open meeting. However, the question of whether facilities in an MTE are owned by

Qwest and therefore subloops subj et to Section 9.3 of the SGAT is not always inherently

obvious. Thus, at the outset in every MTE situation, the initial inquiry is whether Qwest

or the owner of the MTE owns the facilities inside the MTE itself If Qwest owns the

facilities, CLECs must order subloops. If the MTE owner owns the facilities, the CLECs
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can wire directly to the NID and avoid subloop process. Irrespective of which is the case,

however, the first step must be to determine who owns the facilities.

The ACC has already considered this exact issue in its emerging services decision

and adopted the "l0/5/2 Rule" for detennining who owns the facilities. Specifically, in

SGAT § 9.3.S.4. 1, the Staff, ALJ and ACC adopted the following language:

9.3.5.4.1 CLEC shall notify its account manager at Qwest in writing,
including via e-mail, of its intention to provide access to Customers that
reside within a MTE. Upon receipt of such request, Qwest shall have up
to ten (10) calendar Days to notify CLEC and the MTE owner whether
Qwest believes it or the MTE owner owns the intra building cable. In the
event that there has been a previous determination of on-premises wiring
ownership at the same MTE, Qwest shall provide such notification within
two (2) business days. In the event that CLEC provides Qwest with a
written claim by an authorized representative of the MTE owner that such
owner owns the facilities on the Customer side of the terminal, the
preceding ten (10) day period shall be reduced to five (5) calendar Days
from Qwest's receipt of such claim.

All parties in the NID and subloop workshops recognized that these time frames apply

equally to NIDs and subloops in MTE Terminals. Thus, this exact question has been

reviewed and adopted in a prior decision already.

Finally, in the state of Washington, Qwest and AT8cT reached consensus on the

exact language in SGAT §9.3.5.4.l - the very issue in question, The parties agreed that

Qwest has ten days to determine facility ownership in the first instance, five days to

determine facility ownership when the building owner claims to know who owns the

facilities, and two days when Qwest has made a prior determination of subloop

ownership. The parties agreed upon this language as consensus.1 Moreover, the 10-day

interval is derived from express FCC precedent. In the MTE Order, the FCC held that the

1
Washington 271 Transcript at 5547-49 (Aug. 1, 2001).
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[LEC has up to ten business days to determine ownership of the intrabuilding cable The

Hearing Division should, therefore, modify paragraph 151 of the Report to conform with

this exact issue.

Disputed Issue No. 2: The Staff Has Created a Potential Safety Hazard by
Extending CLEC Technicians the Opportunity to Disconnect Qwest Facilities from
Proper Protection Equipment.

This issue concerns situations when Qwest's NID is out of capacity Le., every

protector field is being utilized (the standard residential NID contains six protector units,

many more than the average number of lines into a home). AT&T asks that in this

situation, it be able to disconnect Qwest's facilities from the protector field of the NID,

let Qwest's facilities dangle while "capping" them off] and connect its own facilities to

the protector field. The protector grounds Qwest's loop and protects against electrical

surge,

Qwest strongly objects because disconnecting Qwest from the protector field

would create a hazardous situation. In these situations Qwest has offered to install a new

NID with greater capacity to ensure that all such facilities are properly protected. SGAT

§ 9.5.2.2. Moreover, AT&T's entrance strategy is to utilize its own NID with its own

protector field, and to cross connect into Qwest's NID without using the protection in

Qwest's NID, which is also specifically authorized by the SGAT. SGAT § 9.5.2.1.4.

Despite this, the Staff found that "a qualified technician of any Carrier may remove or

2

First Report and Order and Further Notice of Proposed Rulemaking in WT Docket No.
99-217, Fifth Report and Order and Memorandum Opinion and Order in CC Docket No. 96-98,
and Fourth Report and Order and Memorandum Opinion and Order in CC Docket No. 88-57, In
the Matter of Promotion of Competitive Networks in Loewi Telecommunications Markets,
Wireless Communications Association International, Inc. Petition for Rulemaking to Amend
Section 1.4000 of the Commission'5 Rules to Preempt Restrictions on Subscriber Premises
Reception or Transmission Antennas Designed to Provide Fixed Wireless Services,
Implementation of the Local Competition Provisions in the Telecommunications Act of 1996,
Review of Sections 68.104 and 68.213 of the CommissionS Rules Concerning Connection of
Simple Inside Wiring to the Telephone Network, CC Docket No. 96-98 & 88-57, FCC 00-366
(Rel. October 25, 2000) ("MTE Ora'er'9 1] 56.
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disconnect and cap off another Ca;rrier's drop wire facilities." Report at 11 I61 . Staff

then speculated that "it believes this language addresses the concerns raised by both

AT&T and Qwest." Id. The Staff simply adopts AT&T's view. This does not address

Qwest's concerns, which cannot be harmonized with those of AT&T.

The Commission should not allow CLECs to disconnect facilities from the

protector field of Qwest's NTD and thereby create a hazardous condition. The Staff s

conclusion would leave Qwest's distribution facility unprotected, and in violation of the

National Electric Safety Code ("NESC") and the National Electric Code ("NEC")- This

issue is purely one of safety. AT&T's proposal would create a hazardous situation in the

Qwest network that could place end-users and Qwest technicians at risk of potential

electric shock and its network at risk of potential damage and fire.

Moreover, at the end of the process when damage to Qwest's network or worse,

injury to a person occurs, who will be liable for the damage/injury? Certainly the CLEC

should be liable. However, especially in an MTE environment, it may not be apparent

who disconnected Qwest's facilities from the NID, Qwest should not be placed in the

position of having its facilities tampered with, thereby creating a hazardous situation. In

an analogous situation where Qwest and CLEC facilities are in close proximity -

collocation the FCC made plain that ILE Cs can segregate their facilities from CLECs'

for network security reasons. Specifically, the FCC said that because "physical security

arrangements surrounding collocation space protect both incumbent and collocutor

equipment from interference by unauthorized parties, the Commission permitted

incumbent LECs to require reasonable security.

Notwithstanding the safety concerns, the Report agreed with AT&T that the

CLECs should be permitted to disconnect the Qwest distribution facilities where the work

993

is performed by a "qualified technician." Qwest, however, has had three engineers

3
FCC Docket No. 98-147, FCC 01-2041185. (Aug. 8, 2001).
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unquestionably "qualified technicians" - testify on this subject throughout its region and

all three found it would be inappropriate, per Se, to disconnect wires from the protector

field and cap them off. The only evidence AT&T puts forth to support this strange

recommendation is a 1969 Bell System practice. That Bell System Practice concerned

situations when the NID is removed from the home altogether, thereby removing the

protector tield.4 Thus, the only thing this 30 yea old policy stands for is what a

technician should do when there is no protector field in which to ground the wire, i.e.,

how to make the best of a bad situation. However, when the NID remains in place - as

would be the case here - AT&T's own Bell System Practice states "do not disconnect the

outside drop at the customer building." The Multistate Facilitator used this very point to

deny AT&T's request on this issue. The Colorado Hearing Commissioner did likewise.

The ACC should do likewise and reverse the Report on this issue.

111. CONCLUSION

For all of the aforementioned reasons, Qwest asks the Hearing Division to

reconsider the two mentioned NID issues and issue a decision in conformance with these

comments.

DATED this 22"" day of February, 2002.

Respectfully submitted,

Andrew Crain
QWEST CORPORATION
1081 California Street
Suit 4900
Denver, CO 80202
(303)672-2926

\ 7/
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See Attachment I _
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Charles W. Steese (012901)
6499 E. Long Circle North
Englewood, CO 801.12
(720)488-7789

Timothy Berg
FENNEMORE CRAIG, P.C.
3003 North Central
Suite 2600
Phoenix, Arizona 85012-2913
(602) 916-5421
(602) 916-5999 (fax)

Attorneys for Qwest Corporation

ORIGINAL +10 copies filed this 22nd day
of February, 2002, with :

Docket Control
ARIZONA CORPORATION COMMISSION
1200 West Washington
Phoenix, AZ

COPY of the foregoing delivered this day to'

Maureen A. Scott
Legal Division
ARIZONA CORPORATION COMMISSION
1200 W. Washington St.
Phoenix, AZ 85007

Ernest Johnson, Director
Utilities Division
ARIZONA CORPORATION COMMISSION
1200 W. Washington St.
Phoenix, AZ 85007

Lyn Farmer, Chief Administrative Law Judge
Jane Rodder, Administrative Law Judge
Hearing Division
ARIZONA CORPORATION COMMISSION
1200 W. Washington
Phoenix, AZ 85007
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Caroline Butler
Legal Division
ARIZONA CORPORATION COMMISSION
1200 W. Washington Sr.
Phoenix, AZ 85007

COPY of the foregoing mailed this day to:

Eric S. Heath
SPRINT COMMUNICATIONS co.
100 Spear Street, Suite 930
San Francisco, CA 94105

Thomas Campbell
LEWIS & ROCA
40 N. Central Avenue
Phoenix, AZ 85004

Joan S. Burke
OSBORN MALEDON, P.A.
2929 N. Central Ave., 21" Floor
PO Box 36379
Phoenix, AZ 85067-6379

Thomas F. Dixon
WORLDCOM, UNC.
707 n. 17"' Street #3900
Denver, CO 80202

Scott S. Wakefield
RUCO
2828 N. Central Ave., Ste. 1200
Phoenix, AZ 85004

Michael M. Grant
Todd C. Wiley
GALLAGHER & KENNEDY
2575 E. Camelback Road
Phoenix, AZ 85016-9225

Michael Patten
ROSHKA, HEYMAN & DEWULF
400 E. Van Buren, Ste. 900
Phoenix, AZ 85004-3906
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Bradley S. Carroll
COX COM CATIONS
20402 North 29th Avenue
Phoenix, AZ 85027-3148

Daniel Waggoner
DAVIS, WRIGHT & TREMAINE
2600 Century Square
1501 FoLn'th Avenue
Seattle, WA 98101

Traci Grunion
DAVIS, WRIGHT & TREMAINE
1300 S.W. Fifth Avenue
Portland, OR 97201

Richard S. Walters
Maria Arias-Chapleau
AT&T Law Department
1875 Lawrence Street, #1575
Denver,CO 80202

Gregory Hoffman
AT&T
795 Folsom Street, Room 2159
San Francisco, CA 94107- 1243

David Kaufman
E.SPIRE COMMUNICATIONS, INC.
343 W. Manhattan Street
Santa Fe, NM 87501

Alaine Miller
XO COMMUNICATIONS, INC.
500 108"° Ave. NE, Ste. 2200
Bellevue, WA 98004

Diane Bacon, Legislative Director
COMMUNICATIONS WORKERS OF AMERICA
5818 n. 7th st., Ste. 206
Phoenix, AZ 85014-5811
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Philip A. Doherty
545 S. Prospect Street, Ste. 22
Burlington, VT

W. Hagood Ballinger
5312 Trowbridge Drive
Dunwoody, GA 30338

Joyce Hundley
U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Antitrust Division
1401 H Street N.W. #8000
Washington, DC 20530

Andrew O. Isa
TELECOMMUNICATIONS RESELLERS ASSOC.
4312 92Nd Avenue, NW
Gig Harbor, WA 98335

Raymond S. Herman
ROSHKA, HEYMAN & DEWULF
400 N. Van Buren, Ste. 800
Phoenix, AZ 85004-3906

Thomas L. Mum aw
SNELL & WILMER
One Arizona Center
Phoenix, AZ 85004-0001

Charles Kallenbach
AMERICAN COMMUNICATIONS SVCS, INC.
131 National Business Parkway
Annapolis Junction, MD 20701

Gena Doyscher
GLOBAL CROSSING SERVICES, INC.
1221 Nicollet Mall
Minneapolis, MN 55403-2420

Andrea Harris, Senior Manager
ALLEGIANCE TELECOM INC OF ARIZONA
2101 Webster, Ste. 1580
Oakland, CA 94612
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Gary L. Lane, Esq.
6902 East let Street, Suite 201
Scottsdale, AZ 85251

Kevin Chapman
SBC TELECOM, INC.
300 Convent Street, Room 13-Q-40
San Antonio, TX 782.05

M. Andrew Andrade
TESS COMMUNICATIONS, INC.
5261 S. Quebec Street, Ste. 150
Greenwood Village, CO 80111

Richard Sampson
Z-TEL COMMUNICATIONS, INC.
601 S.Harbour Island, Ste. 220
Tampa, FL 33602

Megan Doberneck
COVAD COMMUNICATIONS COMPANY
7901 Lowry Boulevard
Denver, CO 80230

Richard P. Kolb
Vice President of Regulatory Affairs
ONE POINT COMMUNICATIONS
Two Conway Park
150 Field Drive, Ste. 300
Lake Forest, IL 60045

Janet Napolitano, Attorney General
OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL
1275 West Washington
Phoenix, AZ 85007

Steven J. Duffy
RIDGE & ISAACSON, P.C.
3101 North Central Ave., Ste. 1090
Phoenix, AZ 85012
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AT&TCo Stands

1.

D R O P  A N D  B L O C K  W I R E - D I S C O N T l N U A N C E  O F  S E R V I C E

GENERAL * r

\
|

I

1 .Of T h is  s e c t i o n  o u t l i n e s  m e th o d s  f o r  d i s p o s in g
o f  d ro p  wire  a t  cu s to mer b u i ld in g  a n d pole

on discontinuance of serv ice .
DROP was

x 1

x
2. SYATION PROTECTOR on CONNECTING BLOCK

LEFT IN PLACE

-..~. " ' :,~.

TAPE suns oF wma:
NITM 'S/4 18. rrucrlove
o r s , .we Tues
SECURE FREE aw TD
S4PF¢RTIN6 WIRE
warn TAPE_

2.01 W h e re  s ta t io n  p ro te c to r  o r  c o n n e c t in g  b lo c k
is  n o n  . to  b e  re mo ve d ,  d o  n o t  d isco n n e c t  th e

o u ts id e  d r o p  a n  t h e  c u s to m e r  b u i l d in g -
9

wluo was air ABOUT
SIJFPGKTING wIRE.

__
3. STATION PROTECTOR OR CONNECTING BLOCK

REMOVED AND DROP WIRE LEFT IN PLACE

3-01

A
\.Ask BUJLNNG
l.rrAc+1l~\la~rr c
ulna sawn .

m

\.../ a n d  p u l l  i t I
I

I

W h e r e  d r o p  l o o p  t e r m i n a t e s  o n  s t a t i o n
p r o t e c t o r  o r c o n n e c t i n g  b l o c k in s id e  th e

subscriber b u i ld in g . d isconnec t  the  d rop  a t  s ta t ion
Pro tec tor  o r  connect ing b lo c k o u t  o f
t h e  b u i l d i n g  e n t r a n c e hole. Se c u r e  w e  a s  s h o w n
in F i g .  1 .

it

'H-U% nom.: in WILL WITH
suuus cnureunn TB
new ou-r DRAFTS AND

i ¥

0 : 2. 1.2 I * 1%

J \

i I
1~L-4~== pF

. r qt .

=»~Z"51" ":"`*

. \
.\\\'-

3 .02 W h e r e  d r o p  w i r e  i s  t e r m i n a t e d  i n  a  s t a t i o n
p r o t e c t o r  l o c a t e d  o n  o u t s i d e  o f  b u i l d i n g

p roceed~as  fo l lows ;

*..1* .*,l - (_,.~'...--- ____*..,...=-t*#

I 4 er--"

- I

l( 1 )  D i s c o n n e c t  d r o p ,  g r o u n d ,  a n d  s t a t i o n  w i r e s
a t  t h e  p r o t e c t o r . . ng. 1--Terminating Dnap Wire When Prorecter

Ramaved
iv

\l

an the same time, dispose of the drop loop in
the manner outlined in 8.01 and 3.02 for single
st?.tinn install§.tions.

z 8

(2)  Tape and secure wire as shown in (Fig. 2).

3.03 Where station protector or connecting block
is used as abridging point for two or more

pa;-ty~line stations and one station is tn be disconnected.
disconnect  only the associated stat ion W ir ing at
the br idging point . Secure the f ree end of  wi re
in one of  the fol lowing ways*

\

:

I

( a )  L a y  f r e e  e n d  o f  w i r e  b u c k  o n  i t s e l f  a b o u t
t h e  n e a r e s t  r i n g a n d  s u r e  t o  s u p p o r t i n g

w i r e  w i t h fr iction tape .

4. §;1ATIOlq EQUIPMENT lo BE REMOVED BUT NO
ACCESS TO STATION PRDTECTOR OR connscrlnG
BLOCK

1

I

(b) Tape the free end of wire with friction tape
and secure with inside wiring nails or staples.

If all the party-line stations are vo be disconnected
4.01 Cut drop wire as entrance hole. Serve-and

tape~the f ree end as shown in Fig.  1.

60857
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FLACING B DROP WIRE CAP ON
DISCONNECTED DRY? WIRE

Fig- 3 shows* the procedure for placing the
B Drop Wire Cap.
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4 I DISCONNECTING DROP WIRE AT DISTRIBUTION
CABLE TERMINALS

7.01 Pole Mounted Terminals:
connected drop as follows:

Dispose at

SYATMDN we

. ',,._
..<_ J

(l) Pull the free end of wire out of the
b8l'II1il131.

l enodun vnns-//I

Ur he vnsvsnann uuuunac
s RBIIWED. TAFE END or
-me SIATIGI UD shown
mm To Tum snwunfun
wuss was FWICTWN was 8
\v4olcA1l:a. WF THE PIUTECIW
IICIHUQKB lS L91 01 runs.
LEAVE ENDS or ulnas mime
QF uouurnus.

(2) Lay wire back on itself at the first ring
below the terminal, tag and cap the free

end and then secure the tree end no the
supperingpart of the wire (Fig. 4).

l \
7.02 Strand and Sheath. Mounted Terminals:

Dispose of disconnected wire at 49-. N-,
and T~type terminals as follows;

'_,. I

J* (1) Pull free end of wire out of the terminal.
_ -\ . -11 ... . ~»...» -

1 I _ .
g .-» . . ..

(2) Lay wire back on itself Ar. the wiring
ring, which will flow the free end to

fall outside the terminal wiring rings.Fig. 2-Terminating Drop and Station Wiring When
Pnafechr is Removed

s. DROP AND nsocx WIRE DISCONNECTS AL POLE

(3) Tag encl cap the wire end and secure it
to the supporting part of the wire as

shown in Fig. 5.

7.03 Wat! Mounted Terminals:
5.0!

1

Suitable tags. locally provided, are wrapped
around the ends of disconnected drops as a

means of identifying each drop in connection with
plant orders to restore service. The tag should
indicate the address of the customer served and
other pertinent information as determined by local
service practices.

(a) Vertically Mounted Terminals: Dispose
of discnuumected drop in the manner desaibed

in T.01 for pole-mounted terminals.

(b) Ho:-izontally Mounted Terminals- Dispose
of disconnected drops in the manner

described in7.02 for strand mountedterminals.
The coznpleund operation is shown in Fig. 6.

s.o2 The top nuts of the binding posts which are
vacated by disconnected drops, should he

turned down fingertigtlt. a. onsconnecrmo mar WIRE AT WIRE TEIMINALS

a.o1
5.03 W h er e  a  c a b l e  p a i r becomes spare on

disconnecting a drop and it appears in a.
"Ross connecting terminal in the cable run. the

\.»  ssocianed cross connect ionshould be removed i n
"-_» ~a.ecordance withlocal instructions.

Par ty  L ine Taps in lDrop W ire Runs .Hang
a  L e a d : Pul l  the f ree end of  wi re our ,  o f

t he wi re t erm i na l ,  t ag  and cap i t  and  secure t o
the supporting par t  o f the drop as shown in Fig.
v. If  the party l ine extending beyond the vrire
terminal pole is disconnected, treat its f ree end at

Page 2
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l near WIRE CIF

pass; aonoucvons rocevusn ncsto no _
CAFFED Una: CND
§[¢UREg TO in:
SUPPORTING PART
OF TH: blog wiz;

re
WRAP 1DEnT1rlcATlol4
TAG Anouna wilt END

..t
. l

*
N TYPE TERKIN.

DROP wIRE lim"

reno in¢\£ no
anssnren IN CU

I
I
I
I
II
I

asks eAch
l>lscounEcT€o °ROP | -
win£»aT mar mc

I
I
I

I

DROP WRE

TAPE YIlllpplllG lROUNO
/ OPEN sun oF can

L
Fig. 4-n-Type Terminal, Pole Mounted

DRDP was

TArE VINAPPIHG SECURING
rue:  ct YO surnoar

unrr QF DRY? *mg

:Eno sncx msconuacvin van
.tr asks wrl1¢:+l ws. penan-
l;APPEO wiz; END TD FALL
8£Y°NU Tn: TERMINAL sub.

TAanev quo urdu :no
secunzo 'ro Suwonvuuc
PIIUT oF DROP vent

DROP wIRE

. Iw
F i g .  5 - 4 9 - T y p e  T u n n e l ,  S m m d  M o u n t e d

t h i s  p o i n t  t h e  s a m e  a s  f o r  t h e  i n t e r m e d i a t e  p a r t y
Izhe.

Fig. 3--Disposilion ti Disconnected amp Wire

"*-~...-'

8 . 6 2 D r o p s f r o m  O p e n W i r e  L i n e n : P u l l
disconnected drop from the wire terminal

mounted on the crossarm or pole. Lay wire back
on i tsel f  at  dr ive r ing located below the wire
terminal,  Ag and up the free end and secure it

45

»
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N *rvpc venu1nAL IRIDLE tn the supporting part of the drop as shown in
Fig. 8. =

I
9. nlsconnEcllnis

PROTECTOR
DROP WIRE AT 116-TYPE

.  -- . . ._--_~ ..
-.... - l

9.01 Where. for purposes of protection. a drop
wire is oonnecmed through s. 1164type protector

to a cable distribution terminal.  disconnect theTAGGED NW
£App£9 w1R£ END
secunzn TO we
surronrms PART
OF THE SRDM Mn: zora wine TEHMINAL

BENT BACK DISCONNECYEO writ
AL Yu: RING Ivan wILL PERMlf
THE Ru: van: END TO FALL
uzvoun THE TEltllm»LEND,

l9IOLE
wma

Fig. 6--N-Type Terminal Well Mounted

l

nsasu M90 CAPPED
vIa: :no sEclJaEo
I a we surrol-'msn
PART cF THE Ono? wail

new sack oiscourescrtzn
Sandi weRE AT RiNG'r- l

Fig. B-Wire Terminal Mounted an Cfussqrm

'AMED AND varro
mE Eno szcunco
> THE 5uppglqTln¢

» .4\ntT Ar THE gag; HWRE 10152
wIRE TERMINAL

bridle cross connection wire at the cable terminal.
Pul l  the f ree end of  the br idle wire out  of  the
terminal and tag. cap, and support it as described
i n  Par t 'T_

BEND BACK
DIS¢° NNECTED
:m ar W IRE Ar RING

ID. DISCONNECTING DROP
CONNECTING re\u»AlnA\s

was AT~ CROSS

10.01 Diacannect the drop wire and tag and cap
the end. Bend the wire back on i tsel f

and secure the free end inside the terminal-

I

Fig. 7--101-Type Wire hrminol, Pale Mau fled
1 I. TAPING END OF olsconngcTEI> DROP wlae

g »

11.o\ Where B drop wire caps are not available,
wire ends may be taped with friction tape.

J
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